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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . The amendment filed 3/01/2007 have been entered and made of record. 

2. The Applicant has included newly added claim 18. 

3. In response to the amendments filed on 3/01/2007: 

The "Objections to the title, abstract and specification" have been entered and 
therefore the Examiner withdraws the objections. 

The "Objections to the Drawings" have been entered and therefore the Examiner 
withdraws the objections to the drawings. 

The "Objections to the claims" have been entered and therefore the Examiner 
withdraws the objections to the claims. 

The "Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph" have been 
entered and therefore the Examiner withdraws the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-18 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection by the Applicant's amendments toward 
independent claim 1 . 

The Applicant alleges, "I. Vynne Does Not Disclose a Reference Space Divided 
Into a Plurality of Predetermined Portions" in pages 9-10, "II. One of Ordinary Skill 
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Would Not Have Been Motivated to Combine Vynne with Han" in pages 10-11, and "III. 
The Asserted Combination of Vynne and Han Does Not Disclose or Suggest Two 
Complementary Zones" in pages 11-12, and states respectively that the reference 
Vynne discloses all the limitations of claim 1 as the Examiner discussed in the 
Examiners original Non-Final Office Action except that Vynne does not disclose a 
reference space divided into a plurality of predetermined portions. However, the 
Examiner disagrees; similarly the Examiner disagrees that there was no motivation to 
combine Vynne with Han; and similarly the Examiner disagrees that Vynne combined 
with Han does not disclose two complementary zones. Therefore the Examiner will 
maintain the rejections using the same references. Further discussions will be 
presented below and in the rejections below. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 3/01/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The Applicant alleges, "I. Vynne Does Not Disclose a Reference Space Divided 
Into a Plurality of Predetermined Portions" in pages 9-10, and states respectively that 
the reference Vynne discloses all the limitations of claim 1 as the Examiner discussed in 
the Examiners original Non-Final Office Action except that Vynne does not disclose 
marking the coordinates of the selected motion vector in a reference space divided into 
a plurality of predetermined portions. However the Examiner disagrees, the Examiner 
referring to the rejection for claim 1 in the Examiners original Non-Final Office Action 
states that the step of marking the coordinates of the selected motion vector (V) in a 
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reference space divided into a plurality of predetermined portions may be found in 
Vynne (see Fig. 3.1 A, 3.2, col. 7, lines 43-51). The Examiners interpretation of Vynne 
was marking the coordinates / (xi.yi) of the selected motion vector (V) / subset U(n)V(n) 
[V(n)U(n) is the subset of a set of motion vectors V(n), where V(n)={v1 , v2, ... , vn}, 
where vi=(xi,yi), and where xi and yi are the x and y coordinate of the motion vector vi] 
in a reference space / frame(n) (312, see Fig. 3.1 A) divided into a plurality of 
predetermined portions / predetermined m number of blocks (310, see Fig. 3.1 A). 
Therefore Vynne (see Fig. 3.1 A, 3.2, col. 7, lines 43-51) does disclose the limitation of a 
marking of the coordinates of the selected motion vector in a reference space divided 
into a plurality of predetermined portions and therefore the Examiner maintains the 
rejection. 

The Applicant alleges, "II. One of Ordinary Skill Would Not Have Been Motivated 
to Combine Vynne with Han" in pages 10-11, and states respectively that one of 
ordinary skill would not have been motivated to combine Vynne with Han. However the 
Examiner disagrees, because it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Vynne's motion vector blocks using 
Han's teachings by including the two complementary zones with hierarchical successive 
levels of motion vectors in order to optimize the encoding by using this multi-scale 
motion data represented by a tree to eliminate fine scale motion data (see Han, col. 1, 
lines 60-61, col. 2, lines 12-15). In response to applicant's argument that Han is 
nonanalogous art, it has been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of 
applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem 
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with which the applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for 
rejection of the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 
(Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the motivation does exist to combine Vynne with Han 
because both relate to having blocks in frames with motion vector information. 

The Applicant alleges, "III. The Asserted Combination of Vynne and Han Does 
Not Disclose or Suggest Two Complementary Zones" in pages 11-12, and states 
respectively that Han does not disclose or suggest defining two complementary zones 
Z0 and Z1 in each portion, one of the two zones being situated inside the other one and 
that there is no motivation to combine Vynne with Han. However, the Examiner 
disagrees, because Han does disclose two complementary zones Z0 (16, see Fig. 1) 
and Z1 / (the area between 16 and 18 [the area between 16 and 18 if you can consider 
is the area of 18 minus the area of 16], see Fig. 1 ) in each portion / area or block (18, 
see Fig. 1 ), one of the two zones being situated inside the other one (area 16 is situated 
inside the area between 16 and 18 [the area between 16 and 18 if you can consider is 
the area of 18 minus the area of 16]). Therefore Han does disclose the limitation of 
defining two complementary zones Z0 and Z1 in each portion, one of the two zones 
being situated inside the other one and therefore the Examiner maintains the rejection. 
As to the argument that there is no motivation to combine Vynne with Han, the 
discussions have been discussed above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vynne et al (US 5,960,081) in view of Han et al (US, 6,845,130 B1). 

Re Claim 1: Vynne discloses a method of watermarking / embedding a digital signature 
(217) (see Fig. 2.2, Abstract, lines 1-2) a video signal by applying a watermarking 
function to motion vectors calculated by estimation of movement (see col. 8, lines 1-9) 
between images of the video signal, the method comprising the following steps of 
applying the watermarking function to at least some of the calculated motion vectors 
(see Abstract, lines 4-6, col. 8, lines 1-3); and generating the watermarked video signal 
by compensating movement with the aid of the watermarked motion vectors (see 
Abstract, lines 1-6, col. 8, lines 1-3), the watermarking function being applied with the 
aid of a binary marking key (217, 219) (see Fig. 2.2, Abstract, lines 13-16, col. 7, lines 
51-64, col. 12, lines 1-12), each bit of which is associated with at least one selected 
motion vector (Abstract, lines 13-16, col. 7, lines 51-64), to apply the watermarking 
function, the method further comprises the following steps of marking the coordinates / 
(xi.yi) of the selected motion vector (V) / subset U(n)V(n) [V(n)U(n) is the subset of a set 

of motion vectors V(n), where V(n)={v1 , v2 vn}, where vi=(xi,yi), and where xi and yi 

are the x and y coordinate of the motion vector vi] in a reference space / frame(n) (312, 
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see Fig. 3.1 A) divided into a plurality of predetermined portions / predetermined m 
number of blocks (310, see Fig. 3.1 A) (see Fig. 3.1 A, 3.2, col. 7, lines 43-51); and if the 
coordinates / (xi.yi) of the selected motion vector / U(n)V(n) are in the zone of the 
portion to which it belongs, of binary value which corresponds to the bit of the marking 
key (217, 219, see Fig. 2.2) with which the selected motion vector is associated (see 
col. 7, lines 48-51), not modifying the coordinates of the selected motion vector (if not 
necessary, there will be no modifications of either the x or y-coordinate of the motion 
vectors according to bitset S(i) where S(i) represents the signature, col. 7, lines 48-51 , 
col. 8, lines 1-3); if the coordinates (xi.yi) of the selected motion vector / U(n)V(n) are 
not in the zone of the portion to which it belongs, of binary value which corresponds to 
the bit of the marking key / (217, 219, see Fig. 2.2) with which the selected motion 
vector is associated , modifying the coordinates of the selected motion vector (if 
necessary, there will be modifications on either the x or y-coordinate of the motion 
vectors according to bitset S(i) where S(i) represents the signature, see col. 7, lines 48- 
51 , col. 8, lines 1-3) so that it is in the zone, of binary value which corresponds to the bit 
of the marking key with which the selected motion vector is associated (see col. 7, lines 
48-51). 

However Vynne fails to disclose or fairly suggest defining two complementary 
zones Z0 and Z1 in each portion, one of the two zones being situated inside the other 
one. 

Han discloses two complementary zones Z0 (16, see Fig. 1) and Z1 / (the area 
between 16 and 18 [the area between 16 and 18 if you can consider is the area of 18 
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minus the area of 16], see Fig. 1) in each portion / area or block (18, see Fig. 1), one of 
the two zones being situated inside the other one (area 16 is situated inside the area 
between 16 and 18 [the area between 16 and 18 if you can consider is the area of 18 
minus the area of 16]), and assigning a binary value (taught by Vynne above) to each of 
the two zones. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Vynne's motion vector blocks using Han's 
teachings by including the two complementary zones with hierarchical successive levels 
of motion vectors in order to optimize the encoding by using this multi-scale motion data 
represented by a tree to eliminate fine scale motion data (see Han, col. 1, lines 60-61, 
col. 2, lines 12-15). 

Re Claim 2: Han further discloses the reference space is a reference grid (14) including 
blocks / area or blocks (18) with predefined dimensions (see col. 1, lines 40-41), each 
block including first (the area 16) and second zones (the area between 16 and 18 [the 
area between 16 and 18 if you can consider is the area of 18 minus the area of 16]). 

Re Claim 3: Han further discloses calculating a hierarchical plurality of successive levels 
(Level 0, Level 1 , Level 2) of motion vectors (see Fig. 5, 6, col. 3, lines 45-47), the 
motion vectors of a given level each being associated with a plurality of motion vectors 
of the next lower level (see col. 3, lines 20-23); selecting at least some of the motion 
vectors belonging to the highest level (taught by Vynne above in claim 1 ); applying the 
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watermarking function to each selected motion vector, leading to calculating a 
modification parameter for said motion vector (taught by Vynne above in claim 1 ); and 
applying the modification parameter of the selected motion vector to the motion vectors 
of a lower level (it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have such a feature because of the fact that applying the 
modification to the lower levels would increase the difficulty of removing the embedded 
digital signature even further) associated with said motion vector. 

Re Claim 4: Han further discloses the motion vectors of a given level are each equal to 
the average of the motion vectors of the next lower level (see Fig. 6, col. 3, lines 20-23) 
with which they are associated. 

Re Claim 5: Han further discloses calculating a hierarchy of two successive levels of 
motion vectors, each motion vector of the higher level being associated with four motion 
vectors of the lower level (see Fig. 6, col. 3, lines 20-23). 

Re Claim 6: Han further discloses the first (16, see Fig. 1) and second (the area 
between 16 and 18 [the area between 16 and 18 if you can consider is the area of 18 
minus the area of 16], see Fig. 1) zones have substantially equal areas (see Fig. 1, the 
two zones 16 and the area between 16 and 18, have substantially equal areas as long 
as 18 is adjusted by the needed amount which it is capable of doing, col. 1 , lines 40-41 ). 
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Re Claim 7: Han further discloses a sub-block (16) centered inside the block (18) is 
defined in each block of the reference grid (14), the first zone being defined by the 
interior of the sub-block (the area of 16) and the second zone (the area between 16 and 
18 [the area between 16 and 18 if you can consider is the area of 18 minus the area of 
16], see Fig. 1) being the zone in the block complementary to the first zone. 

Re Claim 8: Han further discloses the blocks (18) and sub-blocks (16) of the reference 
grid (14) are rectangular (it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have such a feature because a rectangle is 
respectively a square as is seen in Fig. 1). 

Re Claim 1 1 : Vynne further discloses each bit of the binary marking key is associated 
with a plurality of selected motion vectors (see Fig. 2.2, Abstract, lines 13-15, col. 7, 
lines 41-59, col. 11, lines 50-67, col. 12, lines 1-12). 

Re Claim 12: Vynne further disclose some of the bits of the binary marking key are 
associated with motion vectors calculated by motion estimation between two images of 
the video signal (see col. 7, lines 43-51), and wherein at least one other portion of the 
bits of the binary marking key is associated with motion vectors calculated by motion 
estimation between at least two other images of the video signal (col. 14, lines 60-63). 
Although Vynne fails to specifically disclose the limitation of using at least two other 
images for part of the binary marking key, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have such a feature because of the 
fact that it increases the difficulty of removing the embedded digital signature even 
further. 

Re Claim 13: Vynne further discloses a device (210, 700, 710) for watermarking a video 
signal, the device (see Fig. 2.2, 7.1, col. 2, lines 12-22, see col. 10, lines 11-12) 
including means for implementing a method according to claim 1 . 

The limitation, as recited in claim 1 3 . line 2, "means for implementing", invokes 
35 USC 112, 6 th paragraph. 

Re Claim 14: Vynne further discloses a computer readable data medium (700, 710), 
including means for storing a video signal watermarked with the aid of a method 
according to claim 1 (see Fig. 7.1, col. 10, lines 11-12). 

The limitation, as recited in claim 14 . lines 1-2, "means for storing", invokes 35 
USC 112, 6 th paragraph. 

Re Claim 15: Vynne further discloses a method of extracting watermarking (240) (see 
Fig. 2.3) from a video signal watermarked by applying a method according to claim 1, 
which extraction method comprises applying a function for extracting the binary marking 
key (228, 229) (see Fig. 2.3) comprising selecting the watermarked vectors (see col. 8, 
lines 10-13, Abstract, lines 13-16, col. 7, lines 51-64); marking the coordinates of each 
watermarked motion vector in the reference space (see col. 8, lines 10-13, Fig. 3.1 A, 
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3.2, col. 7, lines 43-51 ); and assigning the binary value of the zone in which the 
watermarked vector is situated to the bit of the marking key with which the selected 
motion vector is associated (see col. 8, lines 10-13, Fig. 2.2, Abstract, lines 13-16, col. 
7, lines 51-64, col. 12, lines 1-12). This claim is similar to claim 1 with the exception it is 
respectively opposite in that it is getting the embedded signature instead of actually 
embedding the signature (see Fig. 2.3, col. 8, lines 10-13). 

Re Claim 16: Han further discloses calculating a hierarchical plurality of successive 
levels (Level 0, Level 1 , Level 2) of motion vectors (see Fig. 5, 6, col. 3, lines 45-47), the 
motion vectors of a given level each being associated with a plurality of motion vectors 
of the next lower level (see col. 3, lines 20-23); selecting at least some of the motion 
vectors belonging to the highest level (taught by Vynne above in claim 1 ); applying the 
watermarking function to each selected motion vector, leading to calculating a 
modification parameter for said motion vector (taught by Vynne above in claim 1); and 
applying the modification parameter of the selected motion vector to the motion vectors 
of a lower level (it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have such a feature because of the fact that applying the 
modification to the lower levels would increase the difficulty of removing the embedded 
digital signature even further) associated with said motion vector; extracting the 
watermarked motion vectors associated with said motion vector (taught by Vynne above 
in claim 15); calculating an average vector equal to the average (see Fig. 6, col. 3, lines 
20-23, respectively the same as in claim 4 with the exception that the average is taken 
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after the signature has been applied and removed) of the watermarked motion vectors 
associated with said motion vector; and applying the marking key extraction function to 
the calculated average vector (it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to apply the marking key extraction function to 
the average vector instead of the vector taught by Vynne because of the fact that 
creating these average vectors would increase the difficulty of removing the embedded 
digital signature even further). 

Re Claim 17: Vynne further discloses a device (700, 710) for extracting the 
watermarking from a video signal, including means (see Fig. 7.1, 10A, 10B, col. 8, lines 
10-13, col. 10, lines 11-12) for implementing a method according to claim 15. 

The limitation, as recited in claim 17 . line 2, "means for implementing", invokes 
35 USC 112, 6 th paragraph. 

Re Claims 9-10 and 18 respectively: Although Vynne and Han fail to specifically 
disclose the limitation of having a modification, if any, applied to the selected motion, 
vector (V) is a weighted symmetry, weighted central symmetry, or a weighted axial 
symmetry relative to one of the sides of the sub-block, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have such a feature 
because of the fact that applying the modification as taught by Vynne (see col. 7, lines 
48-51, col. 8, lines 1-3) in this type of weighted symmetric manner is much simpler and 
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it gives the ability to increase the difficulty of removing the embedded digital signature 
even further. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Kutter et al discloses a method for marking a compressed digital 
video signal; Dugelay discloses watermarking video, hierarchical embedding in motion 
vectors. 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bernard Krasnic whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1357. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur 8:00am-4:00pm and every 
other Friday 8:00am-3:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jingge Wu can be reached on (571 ) 272-7429. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Bernard Krasnic 
May 8, 2007 




